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can never do by conquest, even if we "kill half the 
natives" aud burn out all their poor huts. We 
could then fulfil all our high obligations to these be- 
nighted peoples in a way worthy of a great people, 
whose institutions are founded in liberty and justice, 
and which ought to be run down deeper still into 
the love and benevolence taught by Jesus Christ. 



The President's Boston Speech. 

One of the chief events of the past month was the 
President's visit to Boston and his speech before the 
Home-Market Club. Ho was expected then to state 
distinctly the Administration's policy toward the 
Philippines ; that is, some people expected him to 
do so. We did not. The course which had been 
taken in reference to the peace treaty led us to be- 
lieve that the President would make a studied effort 
to justify his course and his purpose for the future 
without distinctly declaring them. We have read the 
speech a number of times and this seems to us to be 
its principal burden. There is not a word in it 
about any present rights of the inhabitants of the 
Philippine islands in determining what shall be their 
political future. The President boasts of the eman- 
cipation of the Filipinos from Spain, but thinks 
we are entirely ignorant of their wishes in regard 
to being brought under our sovereignty, though the 
same men who fought Spain for years because of 
her oppression have turned against us because we 
propose to determine their destiny without consulting 
them. They were justified in their previous revolt 
against Spain, but now what they are doing is setting 
up a "reign of terror" ! 

The President repeats with much eloquence and 
great show of passivity the "manifest destiny" argu- 
ment. We had nothing to do with getting into the 
war, or into the treaty or into the slaughter of the 
Filipinos ! All these things have been showered 
upon us from the mysterious clouds of Providence 
and we simply had to stand and take them ! The 
treaty just as it was drafted was the only possible 
one ! A "higher power" had decreed it ! All other 
modes of procedure, for instance to have proceeded 
as the government did in the case of Cuba, "were 
too shameful to be considered" ! 

The President shows great concern for the Fili- 
pinos. "Our concern was not for territory or trade 
or empire, but for the people whose interests 
and destiny, without our willing it, had been put in- 
to our hands" ! The instructions sent to the Peace 
Commissioners were to keep solely in view "the wel- 
fare, and happiness and the rights of the inhabitants 
of the Philippine islands"; "after the success of our 
arms and the maintenance of our honor", the Presi- 
dent naively adds. Our own "success" and "hon- 
or" were of course first; then the Filipinos should 
be looked after in whatever way might please us. 



We did not ask the consent of the Philippine in- 
habitants about anything which we had done, there- 
fore, led by "a higher obligation", we are to go on 
and do all that we may conjure into an appearance 
of duty, and ten millions of people are to stand by 
with closed mouths and not utter one word about 
their future! No claim of following "destiny" or 
of obeying "higher duty" can cover up the spirit of 
essential tyranny and oppression that lurks, how- 
ever unsuspected, in all this display of words. 

The President, we have not the slightest doubt, 
has the real interests of these far away people at 
heart, but he has allowed himself to be drawn into 
support of a policy which is utterly antagonistic in 
its essential features to his real nature and aspira- 
tions. The policy entered upon he says must be 
carried through at no matter what sacrifices to our- 
selves or the Filipinos. "Our authority must first 
be acknowledged and unquestioned." All questions 
of right must stand in abeyance until our "authori- 
ty" is recognized ! We shall crush and crush until 
that is done ! Then the aspirations of the Filipinos 
and our aspirations can be realized ! 

But the whole subject is now in the hands of 
Congress, says the President. He knows, or ought 
to know, that now that the treaty is ratified in the 
form in which he made it, the whole subject will be 
in his own hands for a long time to come. And he 
proposes to "possess and hold" the Philippines 
until Congress shall direct otherwise ! He believes 
that the inhabitants of the Philippine islands will 
be benefited by being under "our guidance", and 
visions of the time when the islands shall have be- 
come "the gems aud glories of those tropical seas" 
enable him to look with satisfied eyes on "the blood- 
stained trenches around Manila" ! The children and 
children's children of the "free and enfranchised 
Filipinos", "enjoying the blessings of freedom, of 
civil and religious liberty", which we have forced 
upon them with the sacrifice of thousands of lives 
of their countrymen, "will for ages hence bless the 
American republic because it emancipated and re- 
deemed their fatherland and set them in the path- 
way of the world's best civilization" ! So said the 
President, while our guns were yet thundering out 
their murderous voice and thousands of the poor 
islanders were being torn in pieces by shot and 
shell. 

We have not the least doubt that the Philippine 
inhabitants will be much better off under United 
States sovereignty, forced upon them though it has 
been, than they have ever before been. But that 
does not touch the real kernel of the matter. The 
question is how much better off still they might have 
been, and how much less degraded we ourselves 
might have been, if we had gone about their eleva- 
tion and civilization in a truly Christian and Ameri- 
can way. However thankful the descendants of 
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the present Filipinos may be for any improvement 
of their condition which may come to them thi'ough 
union with the United States, they will never cease 
to be pained, and indignant even, at the remembrance 
of the injustice and cruelty with which the inaugu- 
ration of their improvement was begun. 

The President's speech has been extremely pain- 
ful to us to read. There is everywhere in it evi- 
dence of the real humanity and Americanism of the 
man struggling under another spirit which for the 
time being has mastered him. 

Though "no imperial designs lurk in the Ameri- 
can mind", imperial methods are openly working in 
our present treatment of the Filipinos, and if Con- 
gress has the wisdom and the conscience for which 
the President gives it credit, it will at an early day 
put an end to the present policy, inaugurated by the 
President and his advisers, and adopt one which will 
prevent "our priceless principles" from "undergoing 
any change under a tropical sun." 



Editorial Notes. 

The treaty of peace was ratified by the 

ttTe Treaty" ^ SeDate 0n Februar y 6th ty a ™te Of fifty- 

seven to twenty-seven, or one more than the 
necessary two-thirds majority. All attempts of the oppo- 
sition to get passed a resolution declaring that it was 
not the intention of the United States permanently to 
hold the Philippines, or to prevent the inhabitants from 
setting up an independent government for themselves, 
failed. The attack of the Filipinos on the United States 
troops the day before seems to have had little influence 
on the vote, though it may have thrown two or three 
votes to the side of the treaty. Some days later an at- 
tempt was made to pass a resolution declaring "that the 
United States disclaims any disposition or intention to 
exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control 
over said islands and asserts its determination, when a 
stable and independent government shall have been 
erected therein, entitled in the judgment of the govern- 
ment of the United States to recognition as such, to 
transfer to said government, upon terms which shall be 
reasonable and just, all rights secured under the cession 
by Spain, and to thereupon leave the government and 
control of the islands to their people." This resolution, or 
amendment, developed unexpected strength in the Senate 
and was defeated only by the casting vote of the Vice-Presi- 
dent. The McEnery resolution which was then passed 
by a small majority is so meaningless, if not mischievous, 
that it was opposed by Senator Hoar and other friends 
of Philippine independence, and it is not likely ever to 
be acted upon by the House. It is as follows : 

"Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
oj the United States of America in Congress assembled, 



That by the ratification of the treaty of peace with Spain 
it is not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of the 
Philippine islands into citizenship of the United States, 
nor is it intended to permanently annex said islands as 
an integral part of the territory of the United States ; but 
it is the intention of the United States to establish on 
said islands a government suitable to the wants and con- 
ditions of the inhabitants of said islands, to prepare them 
for local self-government, and in due time to make 
such disposition of said islands as will best promote the 
interests of the citizens of the United States and the in- 
habitants of said islands." 



Tlie Episcopal Recorder takes us to task 
theTreaty PP0Sed ^ ov nav i Q g opposed the ratification of the 
peace treaty without modification. It 
thinks we were "inconsistent" and "became antagonists 
of the peace we profess to love." Superficially it may 
seem so, but a little thought ought to enable the plainest 
people to see that we were following the only course possi- 
ble in conscience. We opposed the treaty, not in so far 
as it was a peace treaty, but because it had attached to 
it a rider that was full of the grossest injustice and in- 
augurated a policy for the United States fraught with 
danger of future entanglements and war, and destructive 
of the very principles on which alone permanent peace 
can rest. We would not have "plunged the two countries 
again into war." The Episcopal Recorder ought to know 
that the failure to ratify the treaty until after it had been 
properly modified did not involve the remotest danger of 
a renewal of the war, considering the condition of Spain. 
It ought to know further that technically the war is not 
ended by our ratification of the treaty, and will not be 
until the Spanish Cortes ratifies it, and ratifications are 
exchanged by the two governments. But really the war 
was ended with the signing of the protocol. We had 
therefore to choose between a merely technical and a real 
and monstrous inconsistency. The treaty, in making 
Spain cede the Philippines to the United States, was up- 
holding the so called right of conquest, which is utterly 
incompatible with Christian morals. It was also doing 
the openest injustice to the principles of liberty and 
equality by forcing the Philippine peoples under our sover- 
eignty without their consent. It was a deliberate 
abandonment of the principles of our national constitu- 
tion and the inauguration of a foreign policy running 
straight into militarism and risk of a whole series of wars 
in the future. The policy inaugurated in the drafting of 
the treaty, of which the ratification was only the formal 
consummation, has already borne the most dreadful 
fruit. Whether these reasons are sufficient to satisfy 
others that we have been consistent with our peace princi- 
ples or not, we cannot see any other course that we 



